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Response to Letter I26  

David Ohlson 
 

I26-1 The comment asserts that residents downwind of the Airport are exposed to toxic exhaust 
and fumes, and states that increased use of the Airport should not be allowed. As noted in 
Master Response 7, aircraft in flight are under the jurisdiction and regulatory enforcement 
of FAA. As such, the County does not have the regulatory ability to place restrictions on 
Airport users or deter aircraft from using a public-use airport. Furthermore, the PEIR 
Chapter 3.1.2 does include an analysis of potential air quality emissions resulting from the 
Master Plan Update. The PEIR concluded that the Master Plan Update would not result in a 
significant air quality impact. As this comment does not specifically identify an 
environmental issue with the PEIR analysis or proposed mitigation, no changes to the Draft 
PEIR have been made in response to this comment. 

I26-2 As discussed in Section 2.4.1 of the PEIR, the Federal Aviation Administration has 
jurisdiction and regulatory enforcement over aircraft in flight. Please refer to Master 
Response 3 (VNAP) and Master Response 4 (Noise Monitors and PEIR Calculations).  

Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 45.06dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 45.83dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 46.71dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 

 

I26-3 The comment asserts that any form of air pollution and noise is harmful to people. The 
County and FAA have established quantified thresholds that identify whether total 
estimated pollutant concentrations emitted by a project would result in an environmental 
impact. The PEIR Chapters 3.1.2 and 2.4 do include an analysis of potential air quality 
emissions and noise, respectively, resulting from the Master Plan Update. The PEIR 
concluded that the Master Plan Update would not result in a significant air quality or noise 
impact due to aircraft. As this comment does not specifically identify an environmental issue 
with the PEIR analysis or proposed mitigation, no changes to the PEIR have been made in 
response to this comment. 

 
I26-4 The County acknowledges the conclusion comment. This comment does not raise specific 

issues regarding the substantive environmental analysis conducted within the PEIR. The 
comment will be included as part of the administrative record and made available to the 
decision makers prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 
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Response to Letter I27 

Alice Reysbergen 
 
I27-1 Please see the Master Plan Update Section 6- Airport Capital Improvement Plan (ACIP) for 

a discussion of funding sources. The County acknowledges these questions; however, they 
do not raise issues concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is 
included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors 
prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 
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Response to Letter I28 

Barry Hacker 
 
I28-1 Noise contours produced for the PEIR were not generated using noise monitors or noise 

monitoring data at the Airport. Please refer to Master Response 4 (Noise Monitors and 
PEIR Calculations). Also, as discussed in the PEIR Section 2.4.1, existing noise contours 
surrounding the Airport were produced using the Aviation Environmental Design Tool 
(AEDT), the FAA’s required model for evaluating noise impacts in the vicinity of airports. 
Inputs used to develop existing conditions noise contours included detailed flight 
information gathered in 2016 (operational data for January 1–December 31, 2016). This 
included an evaluation of operational data provided by the County’s Airport Noise and 
Operations Monitoring System and FAA’s Traffic Flow Management System Counts and Air 
Traffic Activity System. Future year noise contours were also produced using AEDT, 
accounting for forecasted growth in the number of operations for each scenario analyzed 
along with other variables such as change in aircraft types operating at the Airport. More 
details on the noise analysis conducted for the PEIR can be found in Appendix D to the 
PEIR.  

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 45.25dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 46.91dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 47.87dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
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Response to Letter I29 

Nancy Hacker 
 
I29-1 Noise contours produced for the PEIR were not generated using noise monitors or noise 

monitoring data at the Airport. Please refer to Master Response 4 (Noise Monitors and 
PEIR Calculations). Also, as discussed in the PEIR Section 2.4.1, existing noise contours 
surrounding the Airport were produced using the Aviation Environmental Design Tool 
(AEDT), the FAA’s required model for evaluating noise impacts in the vicinity of airports. 
Inputs used to develop existing conditions noise contours included detailed flight 
information gathered in 2016 (operational data for January 1–December 31, 2016). This 
included an evaluation of operational data provided by the County’s Airport Noise and 
Operations Monitoring System and FAA’s Traffic Flow Management System Counts and Air 
Traffic Activity System. Future year noise contours were also produced using AEDT, 
accounting for forecasted growth in the number of operations for each scenario analyzed 
along with other variables such as change in aircraft types operating at the Airport. More 
details on the noise analysis conducted for the PEIR can be found in Appendix D to the 
PEIR.  

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 45.25dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 46.91dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 47.87dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
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Response to Letter I30 

Stuart Hepburn 
 
I30-1 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. Please 
refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote).  

 
 In addition, although the commenter does not express concerns of aircraft-related noise in 

this comment letter, the commenter did express such concerns during the Notice of 
Preparation review period (February 29, 2016 for 30 days). As such, the commenter’s 
provided location was included for staff to further study or analyze the noted noise 
concerns. County staff researched the location provided and confirmed the location is 
outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the 
existing noise condition at the location provided was estimated to be 39.28dB, and its future 
condition without the Proposed Project is estimated to be 38.60dB. Assuming full 
implementation of the Proposed Project (PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would 
be 38.75dB. This is below the threshold of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the 
comment pertains to existing noise conditions, there is no evidence the Proposed Project 
would result in significant noise impacts. Therefore, because the location would be outside 
of the 65dB contour, no significant noise impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR 
are required. Please refer to Master Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for 
more information about the supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 

 
No further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and 
consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed 
Project.   
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Response to Letter I31 

Stephanie Jackel 
 
I31-1 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. Since the FAA is a separate agency, neither the 
County nor the City of Carlsbad can guarantee the FAA’s attendance at a public meeting as 
their presence at meetings is up to its discretion. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.   
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Response to Letter I32 

Alice Reysbergen 
 
I32-1 PEIR Chapter 4 describes the various alternatives to the Proposed Project, including the D-

III Full Compliance Alternative which would include the relocation of El Camino Real. The 
intent was to identify a potential future conflict with El Camino Real; however, this scenario 
has not been funded or designed. At this time, it would be too speculative to identify the 
ramifications and details of relocating El Camino Real to accommodate the D-III Full 
Compliance Alternative. No changes have been made to the PEIR in response to this 
comment. 

 
  



Letters of Comment and Responses  ATTACHMENT D-213  

 
County of San Diego  November 2021 October 2018 
McClellan-Palomar Airport Master Plan Update – Final PEIR   

 
 
 
 
 

 
  

Comment Letter I33 

I33-1 



Letters of Comment and Responses  ATTACHMENT D-214  

 
County of San Diego  November 2021 October 2018 
McClellan-Palomar Airport Master Plan Update – Final PEIR   

Response to Letter I33 

Alice Reysbergen 
 
I33-1 Please see the Master Plan Update Section 6- Airport Capital Improvement Plan (ACIP) for 

a discussion of funding sources. The County acknowledges these questions; however, they 
do not raise issues concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is 
included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors 
prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project.   
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Response to Letter I34 

Al Cuevas 
 
I34-1 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. 
Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for 
review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the 
Proposed Project.   
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Response to Letter I35 

Stacy Schopinsky 
 
I35-1 This comment states support for the Proposed Project. While this comment does not 

specifically address the adequacy or accuracy of the environmental analysis provided in the 
PEIR, this comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the 
County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 
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Response to Letter I36 

Brennan Rupp 
 
I36-1 The County acknowledges these introductory comments; however, they do not raise an 

issue concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the 
Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.   

I36-2 This comment includes a summary of benefits of the Proposed Project identified by the 
commenter.  

I36-3 These are conclusion comments, and support for the project is noted. They do not raise 
specific issues regarding the content of the PEIR, but will be included as part of the 
administrative record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project. 
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Response to Letter I37 

John Harelson 
 
I37-1 This comment states support for the Proposed Project. While this comment does not 

specifically address the adequacy or accuracy of the environmental analysis provided in the 
PEIR, this comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the 
County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project.   
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Response to Letter I38 

Dan Frazee 
 
I38-1 Regarding FAA responsibilities, please refer to Master Response 7 (FAA Involvement 

and Oversight). The County is the Lead Agency of the Master Plan Update (i.e., Proposed 
Project) as defined by CEQA, and the County is the operator of McClellan-Palomar Airport. 
As such, the County Board of Supervisors will ultimately consider the Proposed Project. 
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Response to Letter I39 

P. Gray 
 
I39-1 The County acknowledges these introductory comments; however, they do not raise an 

issue concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the 
Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.  

  
I39-2 The comment is noted. Please also see Master Response 3 (Voluntary Noise Abatement 

Procedures). The comment does not address an issue related to the PEIR and no further 
response is required. 

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 41.56dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 43.39dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 43.61dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
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Response to Letter I40 

John Harelson 
 
I40-1 This comment states support for the Proposed Project. While this comment does not 

specifically address the adequacy or accuracy of the environmental analysis provided in the 
PEIR, this comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the 
County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project.   
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Response to Letter I41 

Rory Kendall 
 
I41-1 This comment states support for the Proposed Project. While this comment does not 

specifically address the adequacy or accuracy of the environmental analysis provided in the 
PEIR, this comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the 
County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 
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Response to Letter I42 

Frank Silva 
 
I42-1 Please see Master Plan Update Section 2.10—Land Use & Zoning Policies, and PEIR 

Section 3.1.7 Land Use and Planning for a discussion of regulatory jurisdiction for the 
airport and this Proposed Project. The County is the Lead Agency of the Master Plan 
Update (i.e., Proposed Project) as defined by CEQA, and the County is the operator of 
McClellan-Palomar Airport. This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and 
consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed 
Project.   
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Response to Letter I43 

Debra Treinen 
 
I43-1 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. See 
Master Responses for a discussion of topics raised by the commenter, but no evidence of 
error or of a new CEQA significant effect is presented, so no further response is required. 
This comment is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County 
Board of Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project. 

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 45.04dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 44.62dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 45.44dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
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Response to Letter I44 

Laura Dolloff 
 
I44-1 The County acknowledges the introductory comments. The County will include the 

comment as part of the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the decision makers 
prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project.   

I44-2 The comment asserts the PEIR did not analyze air quality emissions associated with the 
Master Plan Update or aircraft operations. The PEIR Chapter 3.1.2 does include an 
analysis of potential air quality emissions, including levels of fuel exhaust constituents, 
resulting from the Master Plan Update. The PEIR concludes that the Master Plan Update 
would not result in a significant air quality impact. As this comment does not specifically 
identify an environmental issue with the PEIR analysis or proposed mitigation, no changes 
to the PEIR have been made in response to this comment. 

I44-3 Please refer to Master Response 3 (Voluntary Noise Abatement Procedures).  

Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 48.22dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 49.09dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 50.67dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
 

I44-4 The County is the Lead Agency with discretion over Master Plan Update and Proposed 
Project. Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion / Public Vote). Also see 
Master Plan Update Section 2.10 (Land Use & Zoning Policies), and PEIR Section 3.1.7 
(Land Use and Planning) for a discussion of regulatory jurisdiction for the Airport and the 
Proposed Project.  

I44-5 Please refer to Master Response 7 (FAA Involvement and Oversight).  

I44-6 The Master Plan Update provides various economic data as applicable; however, economic 
information was not required for the purposes of analyzing potential environmental impacts 
in the PEIR. No further response is required.    

I44-7 A comprehensive Traffic Impact Analysis was completed and published as part of the Draft 
PEIR. Specifically, PEIR Section 2.5.3 disclosed that no direct impacts would occur under 
the near-term conditions. However, Section 2.5.4 does identify the project would result in a 
cumulative impact under long-term conditions. As a result, Mitigation Measures M-TR-1 and 
M-TR-2 were identified to mitigate the long-term impacts. As noted in the PEIR, this 
mitigation would be implemented in consultation with the City of Carlsbad since it is the 
local jurisdiction with ownership of the roadway network surrounding the Airport. 

I44-8 These are conclusion comments. They reiterate the specific issues regarding the content of 
the PEIR mentioned in the comments above. The comment will be included as part of the 
administrative record and made available to the decision makers prior to a final decision on 
the Proposed Project.  
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Response to Letter I45 

Mari Siegel 
 
I45-1 PEIR Section 2.4 (Noise) evaluated potential noise impacts associated with implementation 

of the Proposed Project and concluded that construction noise impacts would be reduced to 
less than significant with incorporation of mitigation measures. Ongoing aircraft noise 
impacts were found to not significantly impact noise-sensitive land use areas including the 
surrounding neighborhoods according to FAA methodology and thresholds. Further, since 
the FAA is a separate agency and the sole authority with jurisdiction over aircraft in flight, 
neither the County nor the City of Carlsbad can commit the FAA to enforce flight hours’ 
restrictions. Please refer to Master Response 3 (Voluntary Noise Abatement 
Procedures) and Master Response 7 (FAA Involvement and Oversight). This comment 
is included in the Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of 
Supervisors prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project.   

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff reviewed this comment 
for any site-specific location data of the perceived noise. However, the comment does not 
contain a sufficient location for the County to further study or analyze the noted noise 
concerns. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, there is no evidence 
the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
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Response to Letter I46 

Paul Gray 
 
I46-1 The comment discusses ongoing aircraft overflights and does not address an issue related 

to the PEIR. As explained in Section 2.4.1, aircraft flight paths are not under the County’s 
jurisdiction. Please refer to Master Response 7 (FAA Involvement and Oversight). For 
information on filing a noise complaint for ongoing operations, see the airport’s Noise 
Program website: 
https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/dpw/airports/palomar/noiseinfo.html. 
Furthermore, the comment does not address an issue related to the PEIR, and no further 
response is warranted. 

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 41.56dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 43.39dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 43.61dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
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Response to Letter I47 

Nancy Hacker 
 
I47-1 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project. 

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff researched the location 
provided by this comment and confirmed the location is outside of the 65dB contour (i.e., 
less than 65dB) under all scenarios. Specifically, the existing noise condition at the location 
provided was estimated to be 45.25dB, and its future condition without the Proposed 
Project is estimated to be 46.91dB. Assuming full implementation of the Proposed Project 
(PAL 2), the estimated future noise condition would be 47.87dB. This is below the threshold 
of significance of 65dB CNEL. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, 
there is no evidence the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. 
Therefore, because the location would be outside of the 65dB contour, no significant noise 
impacts would occur, and no changes to the PEIR are required. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 

 
I47-2 The County acknowledges this comment; however, it does not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.   
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Response to Letter I48 

Rowells Family 
 
I48-1 The County acknowledges these introductory comments; however, they do not raise an 

issue concerning the analysis or adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the 
Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project.   

I48-2 Items “a” and “b” of this comment include a request for information regarding historical 
aircraft operations and FAA regulations. This request is not related to the Master Plan 
Update or PEIR, and the comment does not specifically address the adequacy or accuracy 
of the environmental analysis provided in the PEIR.  

 
Item “c” asks questions concerning Single Noise Exposure Levels (SNEL). As discussed in 
Section 2.4.2 of the PEIR, potential noise impacts associated with the Proposed Project 
were studied using standard tools, methodologies, and significance criteria for aircraft noise 
as established by the FAA. Specifically, FAA Order 1050.1F Desk Reference (Section 11.4) 
explains that DNL (or CNEL) is the recommended metric for analyzing aircraft noise 
exposure, and should continue to be used as the primary metric. It also states there are no 
new metrics of sufficient scientific standing to substitute for DNL/CNEL. FAA criteria require 
that the determination of significance must be analyzed through the use of noise contours 
along with local land use information and general guidance contained in Appendix A of 14 
CFR Part 150. Preparation of noise contours is the standard means of assessing potential 
noise impacts associated with airport and aviation projects under both state and federal 
guidance. Accordingly, preparation of noise contours is sufficient to identify potential noise 
impacts associated with the Proposed Project. Therefore, the analysis in the PEIR is valid 
and no revisions were made. As noted in FAA Order 1050.1F Desk Reference, 
supplemental noise measurements, such as single events, may be conducted to assist in 
the public’s understanding of the Airport’s noise conditions. Therefore, although single 
noise events are not used as the County’s CEQA threshold of significance, the County 
continues to consider single noise events through the existing Voluntary Noise Abatement 
Procedures (VNAP) in consultation with the community and local residents. See Master 
Response 3 (VNAP) for more information on improvements to VNAP. 
 
Items “d” and “e” ask questions related to the ongoing operation of the Airport, and the 
comment does not specifically address the adequacy or accuracy of the environmental 
analysis provided in the PEIR. Please refer to Master Response 4 (Noise Monitors and 
PEIR Calculations). 
 
Item “f” asks whether the County has a program to retrofit homes or schools affected by 
airport noise and whether this can be included as mitigation in the PEIR. As discussed in 
Section 2.4.2.2, the noise analysis identifies that as relates to aircraft noise, the Proposed 
Project’s potential aircraft-related noise impact to noise-sensitive land uses, including 
residential areas, would be less than significant. Accordingly, no mitigation measures are 
required. Furthermore, this question pertains to the ongoing operation of the Airport, and 
the comment does not specifically address the adequacy or accuracy of the environmental 
analysis provided in the PEIR. 
 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff reviewed this comment 
for any site-specific location data of the perceived noise. However, the comment does not 
contain a sufficient location for the County to further study or analyze the noted noise 
concerns. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, there is no evidence 
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the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
 
Item “g” requests the County to include a discussion of noise mitigation measures in the 
PEIR. As noted above, this request is related to the ongoing operation of the Airport, and 
the comment does not specifically address the adequacy or accuracy of the environmental 
analysis provided in the PEIR. Nonetheless, the PEIR concluded there would be less than 
significant impacts due to the aircraft noise, and no mitigation measures are required. For 
more information on the Airport’s Noise Program, including ongoing performance reporting 
and briefings presented to the public at PAAC meetings, see the program website: 
https://www.sandiegocounty.gov/content/sdc/dpw/airports/palomar/noiseinfo.html.  

  
 
I48-3 This comment introduces multiple assertions about existing ambient conditions, FAA 

leaded-fuel policies, and an EPA-initiated lead study.  
 

The comment requests information related to an EPA-initiated lead study, historical aircraft 
operations, and health impact data. The comment also asks when FAA would ban leaded 
fuel, and how the Master Plan Update would affect smaller aircraft operations and parking. 
As this comment does not specifically identify an environmental issue with the PEIR 
analysis or proposed mitigation, no changes to the PEIR have been made in response to 
this comment. However, responses are provided as described below to help inform the 
commenter (and others who repeated these comments) about the Airport and its 
operations. 

a. Regarding the EPA-initiated lead study, the Draft PEIR Section 3.1.2.1 (page 3-10) 
did include a discussion of this study. As noted, a lead monitor was initially stationed 
at the Airport in 2012 by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). 
However, due to concerns over the USEPA’s methodology and testing protocol, the 
San Diego Air Pollution Control District (SDAPCD) conducted their own independent 
lead study that found USEPA’s monitoring station was unsuitable to accurately 
document lead exposure levels at the Airport. Specifically, the monitor was stationed 
immediately adjacent to the primary “run-up” area, where aircraft engines are run at 
relatively high power settings to check engine components and propellers prior to 
take-off. This location is in very close proximity to piston-driven aircraft engines 
running at relatively high power settings and localized exhaust emissions, rather 
than ambient air to which the public could be exposed. SDAPCD emphasized to the 
USEPA that this run-up area is not representative of air quality in areas readily 
accessible to the public. Instead, SDAPCD conducted monitoring at numerous 
locations where pilots, passengers, airport personnel, and the public have access. 
The results from SDAPCD were published in the Lead Gradient Study at McClellan-
Palomar Airport. The report concluded that the location with the highest lead 
concentrations would not exceed NAAQS thresholds. Furthermore, according to 
lead emissions data prepared by USEPA’s air quality system, this station reported a 
3-month rolling average of 0.02 micrograms per cubic meter when the Draft PEIR 
was published (which is well below the federal NAAQS standard of 0.15). 

 

b. Regarding historical aircraft operations, flight data is available through WebTrak, 
which an internet-based service application managed by Brüel & Kjær. It can be 
found online by visiting http://webtrak5.bksv.com/crq, or by visiting McClellan-
Palomar Airport’s website and clicking on Noise Information.  
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c. Regarding leaded fuel, the FAA is the regulatory authority for considering leaded-
fuel for aircraft (i.e., Avgas). The County recommends contacting FAA, or reviewing 
FAA’s most recently published articles at www.faa.gov/about/initiatives/avgas.  

d. For aircraft fleet mix data, please refer to the Master Plan Update. Specifically, 
Chapter 3.8.1 provides based aircraft data and Table 4.5 provides aircraft 
operations fleet mix data. 

 
I48-4 The initial comment provides introductory remarks based on the commenter’s assumptions 

and understanding of the airport’s operations and City planning documents.  
 

a. This comment asks whether the PEIR includes past users of the airport under the 
traffic baseline conditions. As noted in the PEIR Section 2.5.4.1, existing traffic 
conditions were obtained from the City of Carlsbad’s 2016 Traffic Monitoring 
Program. At locations where the City has not collected data, traffic counts were 
conducted on June 21, 2017. This included all airport users. No changes to the 
PEIR have been made in response to this comment. 

b. This comment requests the County to ensure that the PEIR includes anticipated 
passenger levels from 2018-2028. As explained in the PEIR Section 2.5, existing 
conditions (2016) and long-term conditions (2036) were analyzed as part of the 
traffic analysis. Also as explained in the PEIR Section 2.5, the Master Plan Update 
identifies two aviation planning scenarios that consider a range of potential 
commercial air service activity (PAL 1 and PAL 2) that would result in an increase in 
passenger vehicle trips. The first scenario (referred to as PAL 1) estimates the 
number of average daily enplanements will reach 168 in the Year 2020, and 835 by 
Year 2036. The second scenario (referred to as PAL 2) estimates the number of 
average daily enplanements will reach 316 by Year 2020, and 1,575 by Year 2036. 
Both of these aviation planning scenarios were analyzed and disclosed in the PEIR. 
No changes to the PEIR have been made in response to this comment. 

c. This comment requests the County to analyze how traffic volumes along El Camino 
Real and/or Palomar Airport Road will be redistributed to alternate roads with 
implementation of the Master Plan Update. As part of the PEIR’s Transportation 
Impact Analysis, the County calculated the total increase in vehicle trips resulting 
from the project, and it distributed those trips onto the surrounding roadways within 
the study area based on current traffic patterns. Using the calculated traffic volumes, 
a determination was then made whether the increased volumes resulting from the 
project would create a significant impact. To clarify, the PEIR did not (nor can it) 
predict whether motorists would select an alternate route or which route they would 
take based on future traffic volumes. Rather, the PEIR can only analyze whether a 
particular roadway would result in an impact based on forecasted traffic volumes. 
Therefore, the analysis requested by the commenter is not applicable to the project. 
No changes to the PEIR have been made in response to this comment. 

d. This comment requests the County to identify the specific mitigation measures that 
would be implemented to reduce traffic impacts. Please refer to the PEIR Section 
2.5.6 (Mitigation Measures), which includes a description of the proposed mitigation. 
This includes financially contributing a fair-share payment to the City of Carlsbad 
towards the installation of signal improvements along Palomar Airport Road or other 
Transportation System Management strategy to improve signal operations. 

148-5 Please refer to Master Response 5 (Airport Expansion/Public Vote). These are 
conclusion comments. They do not raise specific issues regarding the content of the PEIR, 
but will be included as part of the administrative record and made available to the decision 
makers prior to a final decision on the Proposed Project.  
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Response to Letter I49 

Jenny Barger 
 
I49-1 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. Please 
refer to Master Response 3 (VNAP) and Master Response 7 (FAA Involvement and 
Oversight). Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the 
Final PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project. 

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff reviewed this comment 
for any site-specific location data of the perceived noise. However, the comment does not 
contain a sufficient location for the County to further study or analyze the noted noise 
concerns. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, there is no evidence 
the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 
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Response to Letter I50 

Janelle Dodkin 
 
I50-1 The County acknowledges the comments; however, they do not raise an issue concerning 

the analysis of adequacy of the PEIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088. Therefore, no further response is required. This comment is included in the Final 
PEIR for review and consideration by the County Board of Supervisors prior to a final 
decision on the Proposed Project. 

 
Regarding the commenter’s concern of aircraft noise, County staff reviewed this comment 
for any site-specific location data of the perceived noise. However, the comment does not 
contain a sufficient location for the County to further study or analyze the noted noise 
concerns. Although the comment pertains to existing noise conditions, there is no evidence 
the Proposed Project would result in significant noise impacts. Please refer to Master 
Responses 1 and 4 in addition to PEIR Appendix D for more information about the 
supplemental noise analysis conducted for additional locations. 

 


